Feh. ~ 13—Censor-

hip over. d
‘spy plade

{investi
muze)

gati

of military officers.”

=" |questioned about an article on the
e 4"'logal implication of the U-2 and
‘R'Bvﬂf_incl‘dmta," and why it was]
'barred (rom publication in the
Judge Advocate General Journal. :
' The Thursday session thus will
open a new phase of the muzzling
inquiry~an inquiry into the ev-
tent and cffects of censorship on
military professional journals.
Decker Set As Witness
This will follow a final day of
public hearings into the Pent¥
gon's censoring of speeches of
high officers of the military, lo-
morrow.
| ‘The sale witness on Wedncsday
will be the chief of staff of lhe

"2 trachef,, whic
know that teaching

iscuésilon of the lﬁi m
‘affair . will be spot-

Thechief witness will be Rear
Adm.'W. C. Mott, Judge Advocate i s W ;
General of the Navy, who will be space age witeh hunters. We need

mism fn' the public schools 18
not .an easy ' task. There & mo

lighted. Thursday by the Senate}y)oce f in 1 -
b no the - alleged place for amateurs in the field.

In'fact, amateur anti-Communists
brain surgeons. We don't nced

informed citizens wlio have done

are’ aboul as helpful as amateur Ri

Cl

Army, Gen. George H. Decker
who, according 1o material in they
hands of the investigators, suf-|
fered under the blue pencil on
at least six occasions last year.

Paragraph Quoted

the - deletions made in General

“the ‘State Department and most

“Communidts” in general. In
cach case the term “Sino Sovie!

.- bloc" was inserted instead of
_“Communists.”
Admiral  Mott  alsn sul

“fered some strange delctions trom

speeches made in his official ca-

" pacity, according to committee!’

members,

. In censoring & speech which{’

'the Admiral dclivered before the
American Law Students Associa-|
tion in August, 1961, for exampic,
ithe following entire paragraph
‘was deleted:

The records show that most of}:
-" Decker’s specches originated in{.

of them consisted of elimination;.
f“direct accusations agaiust the|.

“Believe me. gentlemen, speak-

their homework.”

No reason was given for.the dis-

approval of this statement.

It is not known cither whether
it was deleted by the Pentagon
or the State Department.

But the main thing the Senate
Armed Services Commiltee’s spe-
subcornimittee
{wants o talk o Mott about is

cial “muzzling”

the U-2 censorship.
Regular Lecturer

This casc is complcated—and|Side publication which military
made more puzzling. according o censorship does not reach, '
commiltee investigators — by the
fact that the article in gquestion; :
was not wrilten by @ wmilitary{who,
man but by a civilian professor|quiry, points out that in this case

i

“1* in'a speech on the Scriate floor,} -

*“students of the military, military

“The professor is a regular lec
turer. al the War College, and he
deliverrd his lecture as scheduled.
Biit Wheu he submitted it for| ™
publication in the Judge Advocate| ™
General Journal—a technical jour-|.
nal‘whose audience is almeost en-] -
tirely the legal officers pf the mili-
tary—the censor” held it up for 60
days, the records show,

Finally, Professor Lissitzyn be-
came ninpatient and withdrew the
article and submitted it to an out-

Much Of Value lost ;
enator . Thurmond (D, S.CJ,[.
touched - off the cwrrent in-l-:

the_ article was published anyway
and in 2 manner designed to give
it wider .irculation than it would
have had in the Judge Advocatc
General Journal

But much of its value to the nuli-
tary was lost, he adds. becansed
many of the specialized st of sub-
scribers -to the military journal
would not see it.

thﬁngh Carolina Senator warned}:
that professional journals must
be kept free of heavy censorshipy
so*that ileas can be exchanged|
Lwilllin the miltary fraternity.

+ ~HWithout such cross-fertilization
:of ideas among military men and

ccome sterile.”

e

.‘&Hcy and proficiency could well}
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